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As to the amounts of the wages, a recitation of figures would
mean little without greater knowledge than is at present avail-
able of how the labourer spent what he earned and of what
additional sources of income he had. Moreover it rarely hap-
pens that there are sufficient assessments for any one county to
permit a useful comparison of rates of wages fixed at different
times. Wiltshire is an exception, for assessments are extant, for
that county, for 1603, 1635, an<^ 1655. In the first year wheat
was cheap; in the second, dear; and the third includes a harvest
when the price of wheat was the lowest of the century.1 The
curious thing is that, whereas the skilled labourers' rate was
considerably more (about 50 per cent.) in 1655 than *n 1603,
the common day labourer's was precisely the same. In the
last year, as in the first, he was rated at $d. a day, with meat and
drink, or jd. a day without—and an additional penny in each
case during the summer months. If rates for piece-work are
considered, the increase in wages between 1603 and 1655 is
found to be 22 per cent. It may be that, if account were taken
of the fact that the last wage assessment was made in a time of
great cheapness, the rise of real wages would be considerably
greater. Such other assessments as exist tend to confirm the
evidence of those from Wiltshire and would suggest that econo-
mic conditions, particularly demand and supply, had as much
weight in determining wages as the action of the state. Probably
the explanation of the rising wages of the skilled, and the
stationary wages of the unskilled, is the relative scarcity of the
former type of labour and the abundance of the latter. The
commonwealth accepted the principle that had been laid down
in the Elizabethan statute and ordered it to be put into effect,2
but it is doubtful whether the republican council of state was
as anxious to enforce the law about wages as the king's privy
council had been.
It seems obvious that the wages paid were not expected to
be the sole income of a family, for the labourer with a wife and
children could not have supported them properly on his own
earnings.3 He must have relied on their defraying part of the
household expenses, and have contrived to make both ends
1	J. E. Thorold Rogers, History of Agriculture and Prices (1887), v. 184, 200, 210.
2	Commons9 Journals, vi. 180-1.
3	See Alice Clark, Working Life of Women in the Seventeenth Century (1919), pp.

